SDG 14

Ocean governance for sustainability

BY MAUREEN PENJUELI, PACIFIC NETWORK ON GLOBALIZATION (PANG)

Global powers and Pacific Island nations are racing to divide up the ocean’s resources using the narratives

of Blue Economy and Blue Growth to justify their exploitation. Technology advances make once-unfeasible
seafloor depths increasingly viable and will allow corporations to plunder oceanic resources in a bid to secure
food security and alternative sources of minerals and energy for rapid growing populations.

The Blue Economy concept grew out of the broader green growth concept and a growing concern about the
heavy damage wrought on our ocean ecosystems by overfishing, habitat destruction, marine pollution, ocean
acidification and climate change. The science behind the health and resilience of the ocean to sustain human
activities and life on the planet remains little discussed, a gap that SDG 14 and the 2030 Agenda attempt to
address. For Pacific people who have a spiritual relationship with the ocean, its industrialization reshapes the
way its value was defined by former colonial rulers into that of transnational corporations and multilateral
financial institutions. Such a move must be resisted not just for the benefit of the Pacific people but for all of

humanity and the planet.

Ocean resources have been the foundation of global
trade and economic activities, a major source of food,
energy and livelihood for centuries.! Oceans pro-
vide 50 percent of atmospheric oxygen and absorb

25 percent of human-induced CO, emissions and the
circulation dynamics make our planet habitable.?
Oceans are home to extraordinary biodiversity and
unique ecosystems.® Science is only just discovering
how much of a global service to the functioning of
our planet our oceans provide.*

1 The ocean is a primary source of protein for over 3 billion people
(www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/oceans/).

2 See http://enb.iisd.org/oceans/climate-platform/html/
enbplus186numi4e.html.

3 Oceans contain nearly 200,000 identified species, but actual numbers
may lie in the millions (www.undp.org/content/undp/en/home/
sustainable-development-goals/goal-14-life-below-water.html).

Increasingly over the last 13 years, international
concerns have focused on the health of the world’s
oceans and threats to marine biological diversity,
including illegal, unrecorded and unreported (IUU)
fishing and destructive fisheries practices, bottom
trawling and climate change along with emerging
issues such as bio-prospecting in the deep sea.

At least 40 percent of our oceans are already heav-
ily polluted and showing signs of ill health.* In the
past decades, as scientific understanding increases,
concerns over how to manage and conserve the
areas beyond national jurisdiction have heightened.
Scientists admit to having a poor understanding of
the deep ocean; more is known about the surfaces of
the moon, Venus and Mars. The 2018 special report

4 See www.undp.org/content/undp/en/home/sustainable-
development-goals/goal-14-life-below-water.html.
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by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
(IPCC) on the effects of global warming of 1.5 degrees
or more and its catastrophic impact on oceans and
consequent sea level rising shows the urgent need
for new tools and methods for the governance of the
world’s oceans.?

Harvesting the oceans under the Blue Economy

The UN puts the value of the coastal and marine
resources at US$ 3 trillion or about 5 percent of
world GDP. According to a 2014 report, China’s ocean
economy is worth US$ 962 billion or 10 percent of its
GDP while the USA values its at US$ 258 billion, or
1.8 percent of GDP.®

Updated figures from the European Union estimate
the value of new ocean industries at 5.4 million jobs,
and gross added value of € 500 billion.” The OECD sug-
gests that the ocean economy is likely to outpace the
global economy in the next 15 years. Even so, some

5 IPCC(2018).

6 “Defining and quantifying China’s ocean economy”, Marine Policy, Vol
43, January 2014, pp. 164-173.

7 See https://ec.europa.eu/maritimeaffairs/policy/blue_growth_en.

Significance of the Pacific Ocean

commentators caution that the true value of oceans
remains undervalued.

Framed as perhaps the last untapped, under-explored
and under-exploited region in the world, the Pacific
Ocean is set to be a contested space for resources.?
The Blue Economy heralds a new race to carve up the
Pacific, turning the Pacific Ocean, from surface to
seafloor, into a crowded and contested space. Pacific
state leaders are courted with economic gains that
are a fraction of the value of the ocean resources
that will be extracted. The destruction of Pacific fish
stocks after years of licensing to allow uncontrolled
commercial fishing extraction is a case in point.®

Legal instruments: Still fit for purpose?

There are a number of relevant UN legal instruments
governing different uses of the ocean, yet each is
aimed at a different use or need. Shipping is gov-
erned by the International Maritime Organization
(IMO), while fisheries are governed by the Fisheries

8 See http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTPACIFICISLANDS/
Resources/3-chapter+1.pdf.
9 Gillet (2016).

Box 14.1

Covering approximately 59 mil-
lion square miles and containing
more than half of the free water
on Earth, the Pacific is by far

the largest of the world’s ocean
basins. Its vastness is illustrated
by the fact that all of the world’s
continents could fit into the
Pacific basin.!

Pacific Island countries retain
considerable control and power

1 See https://oceanservice.noaa.gov/facts/
pacific.html.
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over their ocean territory which
comprises a significant portion

of the world’s ocean — on average
28 times more than actual land
area. For example, the Republic of
Kiribati has a land-size half that
of London but has the 13™ largest
exclusive economic zone in the
world, making it a large ocean
state.?

2 See https://sustainabledevelopment.
un.org/content/documents/2189SIDS-IN-
NUMBERS-CLIMATE-CHANGE-EDITION_2015.
pdf.

The indigenous view of the Pacific
Ocean is that it is our home and
our source of life, one inherited
from our ancestors who paid
attention to the protection and
conservation of ocean resources.
The People of Oceania’s well-being
never derived solely from the land
(which is small in comparison)
but equally and perhaps more sig-
nificantly from the Ocean, which,
was treated as a single, sacred
unit, integral to life and culture in
the region.
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Stocks Agreement although managed by regional fish-
eries management organizations (RFMOs). Deep sea
minerals are governed by the International Seabed
Authority (ISA) while the UN Convention on the Law
of the Sea (UNCLOS) primarily governs the oceans.
Matters relating to trade such as fisheries subsidies
are dealt by the World Trade Organization (WTO).
There is currently no mechanism or framework that
deals with how to coordinate these different sectors
that are under distinct legal frameworks, making it
difficult to effectively address the various conflicts of
interests.

Protection of the ocean was included in the UN
Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC),
specifically in Article 4.1 (d) concerning the sustain-
able management, conservation and enhancement of
sinks and reservoirs of greenhouse gases including
‘oceans, coastal and marine ecosystems’. Issues such
as equity, benefit sharing, traditional knowledge and
capacity building for small island developing states
to benefit from ocean resources and to ensure their
sustainability can be found in several instruments,
most notably the Convention on Biodiversity and a

Spotlights on the SDGs

new instrument on the conservation and use of areas
beyond national jurisdiction (BBN]), currently being
negotiated.?

But despite its critical role as a carbon sink, the ocean
haslargely been ignored by the UN climate change
negotiations."

SDG 14 and the 2030 Agenda

The inclusion of the oceans as a stand-alone goal

was heralded as a breakthrough, focusing on ocean
acidification as a way to bridge the 2030 Agenda and
the UNFCC process. It also attempts to address the
issue of IUU fishing by tackling the issue of fisheries
subsidies, currently under consideration by the WTO.

Yet SDG 14 is disturbingly quiet on deep sea minerals
particularly in the area described as the common
heritage of mankind (Clarion Clipperton Zone).

10 See https://www.un.org/bbnj/.
11 See https://unchronicle.un.org/article/international-seabed-

authority-and-deep-seabed-mining.

Box 14.2

The ocean’s crucial role in climate regulation

Recent scientific research has
revealed that deep seabed and
hydrothermal vents make
potentially critical contributions
to both biodiversity and global
climate regulation. First discov-
ered over 40 years ago, these
unique hydrothermal vents and
habitats play a significant role in
sequestering both methane and
toxic sulphide. Scientists conclude
that the life forms in these vents
and seeps consume 90 percent of
the released methane - consid-
ered 25 times more potent than
carbon dioxide — and keep it from
entering the atmosphere. These
life forms are literally saving the
planet. A 2016 study released by

14 Universities and oceanographic
institutions confirmed that car-
bon sequestration by hydrother-
mal vents and seeps were even
more extensive in space and time
than previously thought.! There
is more methane on the ocean
floor than there are other forms
of fossil fuels left in the ocean,

its release would be a “doomsday
climatic event”. Recent scientific
breaks through have further
revealed that most of the excess
heat resulting from atmospheric

1 See https://phys.org/news/2016-05-
hydrothermal-vents-methane-seeps-

enormous.html.

Green House Gas (GHG) concen-
trations has been absorbed by the
deep ocean, thereby significantly
limiting climate change impacts
on the ocean’s surface and on
land.

Even as researchers learn more
about the deep sea habitats role in
sustaining a healthy planet, these
habitats are being threatened by
a wide range of human activi-
ties, including deep sea mining,
bottom trawling and energy
harvesting. In addition, the deep
sea mining industry has heavily
promoted the need for these rare
earth minerals for ironically,
‘green’ technology.
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The UN Ocean Conference in June 2017 highlighted
seabed mining under a Blue Economy narrative with
side events and voluntary commitments pushed by
the International Seabed Authority (ISA).*2

A review of SGD 14 raises significant questions on
whether the existing and somewhat fragmented insti-
tutional structures and arrangements established
under UNCLOS are still fit for purpose. The question
is whether they can be re-designed to rebalance the
growing economic demands under a Blue Economy
narrative and at the same time protect the health

of the oceans necessary to ensure life itself on the
planet.

The UN Conference to Support the Implementation of
SDG 14 (the Oceans Conference) in June 2017 sought
to engage “all stakeholders” in fulfilling Goal 14
through “innovative new partnerships”. It issued a
Call to Action and announced a list of voluntary com-
mitments to fulfil the goal. One, called the Abyssal
Initiative, jointly announced by UN DESA and the
International Seabed Authority (ISA) intends to pro-
mote the Blue Economy as a means of enabling Small
Island Developing States (SIDS) to benefit fully from
the sustainable development of deep sea mineral
resources.’* However, a review of model legislation,
funded by the European Commission,* found that it
focused more on ensuring a clear licensing regime
and conditions favourable to industry rather than
establishing effective safeguards and sufficient
environmental protection for Pacific peoples and the
environment.'

Several Pacific island states have made applications
on behalf of mining companies, including Nautilus
Minerals, Deep Green and Chinese Oceans Minerals
Resources Research and Development Association

12 See https://oceanconference.un.org/commitments/.

13 See https://oceanconference.un.org/commitments/?id=16538.

14 The SPC-EU Deep Sea Minerals Project has 15 Pacific Island states: The
Cook Islands, Federated States of Micronesia, Fiji, Kiribati, Marshall
Islands, Nauru, Niue, Palau, Papua New Guinea, Samoa, Solomon
Islands, Timor Leste, Tonga, Tuvalu and Vanuatu. See the SPC-EU
DSM Deep Sea Minerals Project, Secretariat of the Pacific Community
(http://gsd.spc.int/dsm).

15 Blue Ocean Law (2016a) and (2016b).
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(COMRA),'¢ all without explicit consultation with
their own people. There is a seemingly revolving
door for governments acting as agents for industry
interests, as is evident in the ISA.

What’s worrying is that the ISA assumes that the gov-
ernance of the area considered the common heritage
of mankind, the Clarion Clipperton Zone, is the sole
responsibility of States to act on our collective behalf
without requiring indigenous peoples and commu-
nities’ participation let alone their free, prior and
informed consent. However, in this new era of ocean
exploitation, Pacific Island states are in uncharted
territory as their knowledge of the resources in their
EEZs is limited. At least four Pacific Island states
(Tonga, Nauru, Kiribati and the Cook Islands) are
actively involved in the Zone.

Caught in the net

In 2017, following the Oceans conference on SDG 14,
members of the WTO set a deadline of 2020 to rein in
harmful subsidies in the fishing industry that have
led to widespread collapse of global fish stocks. Their
mandate, as part of the Doha Development Agenda
(DDA) and the Hong Kong Ministerial Declaration,

is to clarify disciplines on fish subsidies. Despite no
consensus in 16 years of negotiations, members seem
closer to a potential agreement on the issue than ever
before. In part this is due to SDG target 14.6, which
includes a mandate to, among other things, “by 2020,
prohibit certain forms of fisheries subsidies which
contribute to overcapacity and overfishing, and elim-
inate subsidies that contribute to illegal, unreported
and unregulated [IUU] fishing ...”

Any outcome will have major implications for Pacific
Island states as fish provide 50-90 percent of animal
protein in rural areas (primarily from subsistence
fishing), and 40-80 percent in many urban centres.
Fisheries is also a key driver of developing country
economies with fish and fish products generating a

16 ISA licenses have been awarded to: Cook Islands Investment
Corporation (July 2016); Marawa Research and Exploration Ltd (Kiribati
Jan 2015); Tonga Offshore Mining Ltd (Jan 2012); Nauru Resources Ltd
(July 2011).
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Cautionary tale of deep sea mining and oceans’

Consumer demand for electronic
minerals such as copper, lith-
ium, rare earth minerals, cobalt,
and manganese nodules coupled
with advances in technology and
infrastructure! is set to make the
ocean floor the next frontier for
exploitation.

The total area of seabed covered
under deep sea mining (DSM)
licenses is over 1.3 million square
kilometers. At the time of writing,
the ISA had issued 29 licenses, 22
of which are located in the Pacific
Ocean, 16 of them in the Clarion
Clipperton Zone, approximately
500 miles southeast of Hawaii.
While the ISA is still in the
process of developing a mining
code for a little-known part of
the world, it ultimately plans to
award contractors with 30-year
exploration licenses.

In the Pacific, Cook Islands, Fiji,
Kiribati, Nauru, Papua New
Guinea (PNG), Solomon Islands
and Tonga are some of the first to
undertake seabed mining within
their Economic Exclusive Zones
(EEZ). PNG has already issued the
world’s first commercial license

1 Itis estimated that every mobile phone
needs 0.02kg of copper; Volkswagen will
need at least a third of the global supply
of cobalt by 2025 for energy efficient cars;
while if all European cars are electric by
2040 (using Telsa Model 3), they would
require 28 times more cobalt than is
produced now (https://www.bbc.co.uk/
news/resources/idt-sh/deep_sea_mining).
See also Hein et al. (2013).

due to start exploitation by 2019
although Nautilus Inc has run
into financial difficulties in the
Solwara 1 project.

Proponents argue that sea floor
ores are exceptionally rich? and
that as it takes place in smaller
areas, DSM is more environ-
mentally friendly than land-
based mining. This low-risk and
high-return rationale is being
pushed strongly by the ISA and
UN DESA, despite the fact that it
is not known what the full impact
will be on the deep seabed and the
waters where it will take place.

Scientific knowledge is only just
beginning to catch up to the
significance of deep seabed, sea-
mounts and hydrothermal vents
and their critical contribution

to both biodiversity and global
climate regulation.® Scientists
have discovered over 300 new
species, 80 percent of which are
endemic around vents where
temperatures can be as high as
113 degrees Celsius, making each
vent system unique. Studies have
found that there would be imme-
diate adverse impacts on ocean
ecosystem health, species abun-
dance and biodiversity, with little

2 Nautilus Minerals forecasts that in copper
alone, seabed mining could be worth
USS 30 billion a year by 2030 (https://
www.bbc.co.uk/news/resources/idt-sh/
deep_sea_mining).

3 www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-
analysis/fact-sheets/2018/07/the-western-
pacific-ocean#0-overview.
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. Box 14.3
untapped riches

or no recovery of biodiversity in
mined sites.* Moreover, the impact
of industrial-scale operations

(in terms of size, intensity and
duration) would be devastating,
covering on the order of 10,000 to
100,000 sq kilometers of the ocean
floor.

Many of the projected impacts

on biodiversity and species
extinction would likewise hurt
communities. Pacific communi-
ties in New Ireland and East New
Britain in PNG are already expe-
riencing negative impacts from
exploratory mining and drilling
occurring 30 to 50 kilometers
away. Villagers have reported
increased frequency of dead fish
washed up on shore, including a
number of deep sea creatures hot
to the touch. The PNG Fisheries
Authority warned that “vast areas
could be polluted and with tuna
being a highly migratory species,
contamination of stock could
have dire consequences for the
entire region, far overstretching
the immediate impact zone of the
mine”.

4 See e.g. Dando/Juniper, eds. (2001) and
Tunnicliffe (1992).
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higher export value than coffee, bananas, cocoa, tea,
sugar and tobacco combined.

Fisheries subsidies by developed countries have long
been contentious for Pacific Island states which see
their natural resources exploited by highly subsi-
dized foreign fleets at the expense of their own poten-
tial local industries. As reported by IUU Watch, in the
Western and Central Pacific Ocean, illegal, unregu-
lated and unreported fishing “claims at least €470
million annually, with actual lost revenue to Pacific
Island countries around €140 million.”"”

Countries with huge industrialized fishing fleets are
using these negotiations to try to include matters
such as management measures under the ambit of the
WTO. Any outcome must ensure that small-scale and
artisanal fisherfolk can be supported, that the policy
space of Pacific developing countries and Least Devel-
oped Countries (LDCs) is protected through effective
special and differential treatment, and that there is
no undermining of fisheries management measures.

Call to ensure indigenous peoples and communities’
participation

Although the potential negative environmental
impacts of DSM are increasingly being documented,
less attention is being paid to the human rights
violations, particularly of indigenous peoples and
communities.

The legal assumption is that because most of the DSM
activities are designated in areas beyond national
jurisdictions, the rights of indigenous peoples and
communities including those living in coastal states
closest to proposed sites, are not impacted. This
ignores the fact that effects are experienced inside
and outside national jurisdictions. Indigenous peo-
ples can credibly claim they are entitled to invoke
the highest protection of international law. Moreover,
indigenous communities have obligations to spon-
soring states (Tonga, Kiribati, Nauru and the Cook
Islands) to ensure their compliance with the highest

17 http://www.iuuwatch.eu/2017/09/fisheries-africa-caribbean-pacific-
immense-opportunities-critical-challenges/.
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standards of environmental and human rights laws.

Arecent assessment of the regulatory frameworks
governing DSM' shows why it is so important for
the principle of free, prior and informed consent for
indigenous peoples and communities to be applied
to deep sea mining particularly, particularly in the
Pacific region, where numerous indigenous commu-
nities stand to be directly and disproportionately
impacted by DSM. The authors argue that UNCLOS
clear parameters on the prevention of harm to the
marine environment have created a due diligence
standard that is imposing even higher duties on an
increasingly wide range of actors.

Conclusion

A review of SDG 14 provides the global community
with the opportunity to further consider how to
strengthen global governance of oceans. It is clear
that there are significant gaps and a need for strong
accountability mechanisms to resolve what are clear
conflicts between different users in areas beyond
national jurisdictions to ensure the health of the
oceans for future generations. It may require a new
UN body on Oceans.

18 Blue Ocean Law (2016b).


http://www.iuuwatch.eu/2017/09/fisheries-africa-caribbean-pacific-immense-opportunities-critical-challenges/
http://www.iuuwatch.eu/2017/09/fisheries-africa-caribbean-pacific-immense-opportunities-critical-challenges/

References

Blue Ocean Law (2016a): An Assessment of the SPC Regional Legislative
and Regulatory Framework for Deep Sea Minerals Exploration and
Exploitation. Guam.

http://blueoceanlaw.com/publications

Blue Ocean Law (2016b): Resource Roulette: How Deep Sea Mining and
Inadequate Regulatory Frameworks Imperil the Pacific and its Peoples.
Guam.

http://nabf219anw2q7dgnirti4bus.wpengine.netdna-cdn.com/
files/2016/06/Resource_Roulette-1.pdf
http://www.blueoceanlaw.com/publications

Dando, Paul/Juniper, S. Kim, eds. (2001): Management and Conservation
of Hydrothermal Vent Ecosystems. Sidney (Victoria), B.C., Canada:
Institute of Ocean Sciences.
www.interridge.org/files/interridge/Management_Vents_May01.pdf

Gillet, Robert (2016): Fisheries in the Economies of Pacific Island
Countries and Territories. Second edition. Noumea, New Caledonia:
Pacific Community.
https://www.spc.int/sites/default/files/wordpresscontent/wp-content/
uploads/2016/11/Gillett_16_Benefish-fisheries-in-economies-of-pacific-
countries.pdf

Hein, James R. et al. (2013): Deep-ocean Mineral Deposits as a Source of
Critical Metals for High and Green Technology Applications: Comparison
with Land-Based Resources, Ore Geology Reviews, Vol. 51, June 2013, pp.
1-14.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oregeorev.2012.12.001

IPCC (2018): Global warming of 1.5°C. An IPCC Special Report on the
impacts of global warming of 1.5°C above pre-industrial levels and
related global greenhouse gas emission pathways, in the context of
strengthening the global response to the threat of climate change,
sustainable development, and efforts to eradicate poverty. Summary for
Policymakers.
www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/sites/2/2018/07/SR15_SPM_version_
stand_alone_LR.pdf

Tunnicliffe, Verena (1992): The Nature and Origin of the Modern
Hydrothermal Vent Fauna. In: Palaios Vol. 7, No. 4 (August), pp. 338-350.
www.jstor.org/stable/3514820

World Bank (2016): Precautionary Management of Deep Sea Mining
Potential in Pacific Island Countries. Washington. D.C. (Pacific Possible
series).
http://pubdocs.worldbank.org/en/125321460949939983/ Pacific-Possible-
Deep-Sea-Mining.pdf

Maureen Penjueli is Coordinator of the Pacific Network on
Globalization (PANG) based in Fiji.

Spotlights on the SDGs

173



http://blueoceanlaw.com/publications
http://nabf219anw2q7dgn1rt14bu4.wpengine.netdna-cdn.com/files/2016/06/Resource_Roulette-1.pdf
http://nabf219anw2q7dgn1rt14bu4.wpengine.netdna-cdn.com/files/2016/06/Resource_Roulette-1.pdf
http://www.blueoceanlaw.com/publications
http://www.interridge.org/files/interridge/Management_Vents_May01.pdf
https://www.spc.int/sites/default/files/wordpresscontent/wp-content/uploads/2016/11/Gillett_16_Benefish-fisheries-in-economies-of-pacific-countries.pdf
https://www.spc.int/sites/default/files/wordpresscontent/wp-content/uploads/2016/11/Gillett_16_Benefish-fisheries-in-economies-of-pacific-countries.pdf
https://www.spc.int/sites/default/files/wordpresscontent/wp-content/uploads/2016/11/Gillett_16_Benefish-fisheries-in-economies-of-pacific-countries.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oregeorev.2012.12.001
http://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/sites/2/2018/07/SR15_SPM_version_stand_alone_LR.pdf
http://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/sites/2/2018/07/SR15_SPM_version_stand_alone_LR.pdf
http://www.jstor.org/stable/3514820
http://pubdocs.worldbank.org/en/125321460949939983/Pacific-Possible-Deep-Sea-Mining.pdf
http://pubdocs.worldbank.org/en/125321460949939983/Pacific-Possible-Deep-Sea-Mining.pdf

	Chapter 5
	Chapter 3
	Chapter 2
	Chapter 1
	SDG 17
	SDG 16
	SDG 15
	SDG 14
	SDG 13
	SDG 12
	SDG 11
	SDG 10
	SDG 9
	SDG 8
	SDG 7
	SDG 6
	SDG 5
	SDG 4
	SDG 3
	SDG 2
	SDG 1
	Chapter 4
	_GoBack
	_Hlk9324377
	_GoBack
	_lbv6bqz6jouc
	_Hlk5958581
	_Hlk5958472
	_Hlk5959442
	_5ncw3tif9wgf
	_kxjkelsr790b
	_Hlk5963303
	_el3myuqi9rxi
	_GoBack
	_GoBack
	_GoBack
	_GoBack
	_Hlk9242801
	_GoBack
	_Hlk7536134
	_Hlk7598444
	_gjdgxs
	_GoBack
	Preface
	Overview
	Revisiting the hardware of sustainable development
	By Jens Martens, Global Policy Forum 

	Civil society reports show conflicting priorities 
and trade-offs in SDG implementation
	By Roberto Bissio, Social Watch

	Unveiling the hidden dimensions of poverty
	By Xavier Godinot, International Movement ATD Fourth World

	CONSEA under threat: challenges for engagement 
in defense of real food and realization of rights
	By Elisabetta Recine, University of Brasilia, Maria Emilia Pacheco, Federation of Organizations for Social and Educational Assistance, Renato Sergio Maluf, Rural Federal University of Rio de Janeiro, and Francisco Menezes, Brazilian Institute of Social an


	Cross-cutting policy areas
	Democratic global governance: 
if it doesn’t challenge power it isn’t democratic
	By Barbara Adams, Global Policy Forum

	Human Rights in the 2030 Agenda: 
putting justice and accountability at the core 
of sustainable development governance
	By Ignacio Saiz, Center for Economic and Social Rights (CESR)

	Club governance: 
Can the world still be run by gentlemen's agreements?
	By Roberto Bissio, Social Watch

	Feminist mobilization and multi-stakeholder governance structures: insights from WTO and G20 experiences
	By Corina Rodríguez Enríquez, Development Alternatives with Women for a New Era (DAWN)

	Preventing the next financial crisis while financing 
sustainable development: Three propositions
	By Kavaljit Singh, Madhyam, with the support of Stefano Prato, Society for International Development (SID)

	Sustainable development: First, do no harm
	By Marina Lent, Global Policy Forum

	Governance of data and artificial intelligence
	By Cecilia Alemany, Development Alternatives with Women for a New Era (DAWN) 
and Anita Gurumurthy, IT for Change (ITfC).


	Spotlights on the SDGs
	Applying human rights standards for the governance of social protection will unleash its transformative potential
	By Sylvia Beales and Nicola Wiebe, Global Coalition for Social Protection Floors

	Human rights risks of multi-stakeholder partnerships: the Scaling Up Nutrition Initiative 
	By Laura Michéle (FIAN International), Kavya Chowdhry (FIAN International), 
Patti Rundall (IBFAN) and Stefano Prato (SID)

	Philanthrocapitalism in global health and nutrition: 
analysis and implications
	By Nicoletta Dentico, Health Innovation in Practice and Karolin Seitz, Global Policy Forum

	The ideological battle over SDG 4
	By Antonia Wulff, Education International

	Advancing women’s rights and strengthening global ­governance: the synergies 
	By Cecilia Alemany and Gita Sen, Development Alternatives with Women for a New Era (DAWN)

	Transforming institutional dynamics of power and ­governance to enable universal access to water, ­sanitation and hygiene (WASH) 
	By Kathryn Tobin, WaterAid

	Governing the path towards Sustainable Energy for All
	By Arthur Muliro Wapakala, SID

	Reclaiming the socio-economic transformation space for realizing SDG 8 in Africa
	By Trywell Kalusopa, Africa Labour Research Network (ALRN), ITUC-Africa 

	Towards a new approach to public 
infrastructure provision
	By David Boys, Public Services International (PSI)

	The IMF’s role in economic governance: conducive to ­reducing inequalities within and among countries?
	By Kate Donald (CESR), Grazielle David (University of Campinas), and Mahinour El-Badrawi (CESR)

	Tackling the challenges of global urbanization: 
flagship local government initiatives to meet the SDGs
	By Daria Cibrario, Public Services International (PSI), 
and Andrea Ciambra, United Cities and Local Governments (UCLG)

	Initiatives to reduce the production 
and consumption of plastics
	By Larissa Copello de Souza, Zero Waste Europe

	Climate finance support to developing countries ­imperative for ambitious climate action
	By Indrajit Bose, Third World Network

	Ocean governance for sustainability
	By Maureen Penjueli, Pacific Network on Globalization (PANG)

	Cornerstones of the Post-2020 Biodiversity Framework
	By Lim Li Ching and Lim Li Lin, Third World Network

	Governing for gender equality and peace? 
Or perpetual violence and conflict?
	By Abigail Ruane, Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom (WILPF)

	Can the Technology Facilitation Mechanism help deliver the SDGs in the era of rapid technological change?
	By Neth Daño, ETC Group



